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REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action dated July 27, 2005, Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration of the rejections of the claims. The withdrawal of the 
previous grounds of rejection is noted with appreciation. 

All pending claims were rejected on the basis of the Hamada et al patent 
(U.S. 5,270,767), either as being anticipated or obvious in view of secondary 
references. In addition, all pending claims were rejected on the basis of the Ishii et 
al patent (U.S. 4,742,369) in view of secondary references. To clarify the distinctions 
over the prior art represented by these patents, each of these claims now recites, in 
combination with other features, structure for adjusting the exposure with respect to 
the image sensor of the second photo-taking portion (or second CCD) that does not 
affect the amount of light entering the optical viewfinder. For example, in 
embodiments of the invention, the adjustment of exposure with respect to the image 
sensor for an electronic viewfinder, the adjustment of the charge accumulation time 
of the image sensor, and/or the adjustment of the gain of the output from the image 
sensor are performed independently of the adjustment of the aperture of the taking 
lens and the adjustment of the shutter speed. As a result, the subject image can be 
observed with satisfactory brightness through the optical viewfinder, while at the 
same time the electronic viewfinder permits the subject image to be observed under 
proper display conditions. 

It is respectfully submitted that the claimed subject matter is not disclosed by 
the references applied in the rejections of the claims. For example, claim 18 recites, 
among other elements, a controller that controls a value of the image-sensing device 
of the second photo-taking portion in accordance with the brightness of the subject to 
adjust the moving picture preview. This control is carried out in a manner that does 
not affect the amount of light received at the optical viewfinder. Analogous subject 
matter is recited in each of claims 20 and 21. The Hamada patent does not disclose 
the control of a parameter, such as the amount of exposure or the signal 
amplification factor after photoelectric conversion, with respect to the image-sensing 
performed by the sensor 44. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that claims 18, 
20 and 21 are not anticipated by this patent. 
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The Haraguchi et al patent (U.S. 4,314,747) was cited in combination with the 
Hamada patent in the rejection of claims 7, 8 and 19. The Haraguchi patent 
discloses a CCD for focus detection. It does not disclose that this CCD senses the 
light beam formed by a taking lens to output an image signal of continuous frames, in 
combination with a signal processor that produces an image signal from the output of 
the CCD to generate a display of a moving picture preview prior to recording an 
image. Nor does it disclose a controller of the type discussed above with respect to 
the Hamada patent. 

For at least these reasons, therefore, it is respectfully submitted that all 
pending claims are patentably distinct from the Hamada patent, whether considered 
alone or in combination with the Haraguchi patent. 

As acknowledged in the Office Action, the Ishii patent does not disclose a 
moving picture preview. As such, it cannot be interpreted to disclose a controller that 
controls a control value of the image-sensing device of a second photo-taking portion 
in accordance with the brightness of a subject, to adjust the moving picture preview. 
Furthermore, as discussed previously, the Hamada patent does not disclose this 
subject matter. 

The Yomogizawa et al patent (U.S. 5,172,151) was cited for its disclosure of a 
camera having both film and electronic recording of an image. However, this patent 
does not disclose an optical viewfinder. As such, it cannot be interpreted to disclose 
a controller that controls a control value of an image-sensing device of a second 
photo-taking portion in a manner that does not affect the amount of light received at 
an optical viewfinder. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the pending claims recite a 
combination of elements that are different from the disclosures of the Ishii, 
Yomogizawa and Hamada patents, even when those patents are considered in light 
of one another. 
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Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections are respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Buchanan Ingersoll, PC 




Date: January 27, 2006 

James A. LaBarre 
Registration No. 28,632 

P.O. Box 1404 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1404 
(703) 836-6620 
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